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1 Reason for Contribution

REL is seeing an increasing tendency among TWGs to push for shorter MAX time-out dates for Releases with the objective of making them reach Approved status as soon as possible regardless of any potential for IOP testing.  
A frequently used argument to ask for tighter MAX time-out dates is that the industry does not take “Candidate” enablers seriously. 
Although the terms “Candidate” and “Approved” have a long history in OMA, one could indeed argue that they do not really (at least not subjectively) represent the nature of these states. A “Candidate” Release has in fact been TP Approved, has been published by OMA and is fully deployable.  An “Approved” Release does not reflect whether it has been IOP tested or has only undergone public review.
The solution to the perceived incompleteness of Candidate Releases could be as simple as changing the names of the states, although this can have significant administrative consequences.  This contribution provides some proposals for discussion.
2 Summary of Contribution

Section 3 proposes several alternative approaches to renaming the states of Releases in OMA so as to avoid using the term “Candidate”.  We try to identify the pros and cons for each option in terms of impact on OMA Process, document handling and portal.
Note that the document extensions (“-A”, “-C”) are independent of the actual name of the state, as long as their relation is documented in the OMA Process document. So in theory a Release have a state, say, “Tested” while its document extensions are “-A”.  This facilitates the practical implementation of some of these options, but can  also cause significant confusion to the public, so it is probably more recommendable to use document extensions that closely match the names of the states.
3 Detailed Proposal

Option 1.

· Rename “Candidate” to “Approved” 
· Rename “Approved” to “Validated” 
Pros: These names are more descriptive of the actual meaning of these states

Cons: Requires revisions of the Process document and of an enormous amount of documents on the portal. 

Option 2.

· Rename “Candidate” to “Approved” 
· Rename “Approved” to “Tested” 
· Only give “Tested” status to Releases that have undergone IOP testing in OMA.  This effectively removes the necessity for the MIN-MAX mechanism.
Pros: These names are more descriptive of the actual meaning of these states and give more visibility to IOP testing.  Moreover, there is no more need for the MIN-MAX mechanism which could save additional resources.

Cons: Requires revisions of the Process document and of a large amount of documents on the portal (but less than for option 1).  This also eliminates the public review mechanism.
Option 3.

· Rename “Candidate” to “Completed”

· Do not rename “Approved”
Pros: This substitites the term “Candidate” by something that suggests more maturity.  Moreover, “-C”  and “-A” can still be used as document extension.

Cons: The term “Approved” is still out there and the appropriateness of the term “Completed”  would have to be discussed.  
Option 4. 

· Rename “Candidate” to “Completed”

· Rename “Approved” to “Appraised” or “Assessed”
Pros: This eliminates both the terms “Candidate” and “Approved” and changes them to something more appropriate.  Moreover, “-C”  and “-A” can still be used as document extension.

Cons: The appropriateness of the terms “Completed”, “Appraised” or “Assessed” would have to be discussed.  
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

REL is kindly requested to discuss this proposal.
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